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MR, ZIEGLER: A5 we mentioned to you this morning,

i President Nixon and General Secretary Brezhnev have reached

agreawent on the basic principles of negotiation of further
imitation for strategic offensive arms. The final agree-

ment of those principles was reached in the meeting yestarday
evening, '

Also, an agresment will he aigned today between the

i United States and the Soviet Union on Scientifie¢ and Tech-

gical cOOperation'in the Field of Peaceful Uses of Atomic
:ergy. The s%qnmng of both of these matters will take
Place at 3:30 in the East Room, which we have already announced.

N _ ?efore Dr, Rissinger briefs you on the matters I
ave just referred to, together with Ambassador Johnson, I
should tell you that the morning neeting between the President

;and CGeneral Secretary lasted for slightly over an hour. It

began.at- L1:30 anga ended‘at“lZ:zq. "Dr. Kissinger participated

yin most of that meeting,

o

A .ktself, bhecause we are going to distribute 1€ right after the
peeting, together with a Fact Sheet, and my apoligies for not
paving gotten it to you before this briefing. '

. The President and General Secretary then took a
brief break and resumed their meoetings at l:20 and are still
meeting at this time and plan to return to Washington for
the signing ceremony at 3:30. With that, I will present to

| you Dr. Kissinger,

74 DR. KISSINGER: ‘Ladies and gentlemen, I will go
ovex the agreement on SALT principles with you, Due to some

misunderstanding between Camp David and ny office here, the

actual text hasn't been diastributed to you, but it will be
zt t@e end;of the meeting. 'I thought that in oxder to explain
t adequately, I would read to you each of the principles

ﬁﬁd,thmn explain what they mean.,

'+ There is no need for you to take down the text

+ Lot me first give you some background on the prine

piples that have been agireed upon and what they are intended

Fo achieve,
, ,
I

)
Novenber, and asm vew kncer aten

As you know, the second und of BALT started last

e e o e T . R T
T e v 000 o b e ok WA bkl S RAVAD G S

?adqr Johnson, who is hare to h&igmwith‘the briefing.
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.. 'he cobjective of these talks has been to consider
{a permanent agreement limiting offensive weapons to replace
Jthe interim agreement that was signed in Moscow last May
and which came into effect last October to run for five
yearsg, o T ! :

- Now, in negotiating a pasrmanent agreement, one
fuaces problems that are more complex than those in an
interim agreement. The essence of the interim agreement was
that both sides froze their offensive weapons at the levels
fthey had achieved last May, and frankly at the levels that
were foreséeable over the terms of the interim agreement,
for a period of five years. =~ & - o :

, And as you know, we have always rejected the argument
ithat we had agreed to a numerical inferiority in the interim
agreement precisely because there was no possibility of over-
5coming that numerical inferiority in the five years for

;which the interim agreement was designed.

. On the other hand, when you are dealing with a
permanent agreement, you are affecting the long=-term strategic
linterests &f both countries and, therefore, numbers that are
lacoeptable in an interim agreement will have a different
{connotation in a permanent agreement, and safeguards will have
to be looked at in a different context.

TR Secondly, with respact to a permanent agreement,
'wa now face the situvation that the numerical arms race,
gquantitative arms race, has been in some respects eclipsed

~. 1in significance by the qualitative ams race.

fhroughout the 1%60s, it was congidered that the
build-up was the greatest threat to the stability of the
arms race, and hence to international peace. In this period

'gwe have to consider as well that the improvement, refinement

iof arms, in texms of accuracy, in terms of throw-weight,
jin terms of multiple warheads can be profoundly unsettling
i to this strategic equation, even when the numbers on both

isides are kept fairly constant. -
} : "’ And thirdly, when one is talking about a permanent
| agreement, one has to consider the gquestion not only of

1 limiting arms, but the objective of reducing amms. It was in

ithis context that the negotiationsstarted last November and
huve‘bman conducted for the last gix months.

The negotiations went through the usual phase of
some exploratory discussions, followed by some more congrete
proposals by both sides. However, we faced the glituation in
April, where it became clear that a comprehengive agreement
of a parpansnh nature wounld racuire more time than the
interval before the summit allowed and, therxefore, the Pregident,
General Secretary Brezhnev, in their communications with
| each other, decided that perhaps the approach of agreeing on
! some principles that could guide the negotiatoxs, coupled
'with seome full discussiens while they were meeting in the

bopra s ae.
n

)

R S TR I Y Y S SRT' S TS oy VI 2% I R S s T
Cuatzz, couwld gilvoe o onow lugetun to the funlin ob

iaté&tegic arms limitation.  This is what was done.
; ? ; © MORE
!
!
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. In the closest consultation with Ambassador Johnson
and with the allies most concerned, we developed a get of
prineiples on o prelimdinary basis, wilch wae have further
discugsed since the General Secretary hag arrived in the
United States, and which led to the agreement which we are
releasing today. ' '

" Now, since yéu don 't héve the text, I think the
best thing I can do is read it, and then attempt to explain

jits significance, what we understand by it. It isn't very

long., I see somebody is locking at his watch. (Laughter.)

The preamble says, "The President of the United
States and the General Secretary of the Central Committee
of‘the CPSU, having thoroughly considered the question of
the further limitation of strategic arms,and the progress

‘@lready achieved at the current negotiations, reaffirming

their convictions that the earliest adoption of further
limitation of strategilc arms would be a major contribution

in reducing the danger of an outbresk of nuclear war and

n strengthening international peace and security,have agresd
ps follows:" e : ' '

The primary significance of the preamble is the

. gmphasis that both leaders give to their conviction of the

mportance of the earliest adoption of further limitation

f strategic arms, not only with respect to reducing the
ganger of the outbreak of nuclear war, but with respect

to the strengthening of intarnational peace in general and,
therefore, the personal backing that they are giving to a
pense of urgency .in the conduct of these negotiations.

! i o
} The first principle is as follows: "The two
gldes will vontinue active negotiations in order to work
Yut a permanent agreenent on more complete measures on the
limitation of strategic offensive arms as well as their
gubgequent reduction, proceseding Ffrom the basic principles

-9f relations between the United States of America and the

‘?nited Statgs and the U.8.8.R. of May 286, l972."

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, signed in Moscow,
May 22, 1972, and from the interim agreement between the

A SR S v

}“d i viOyer- the course of the next year, the two sides
gi;L make serious effort to work out the provisions of the
ermanent agreement on more complete measures on the limita-
tion of strategic offensive arms with ithe objactive of
éigning?in 1974, '

] N !

] ;

- The first prineciple substantially speaks for
itself. ' It commits both sides to accelerate theiy efforts,

~and it ‘commits both sides to make a major effort to achieve-

‘an.agreenent in 1974, or during the coursae .of 1974, The two

&
leaders would not have mada thiz fommal statement if they

\
731 F LI S B T B
did not beliave thot this goal was o

aible, BTN
DR nhe i

|' "+ s Therefore, it represents a commitment by both sides
tp bring about, to do thoiy uimost to bring about a permanent
agrecnent of the iimitaticon of strategie srmg during the
Cobuse O NGRT year. anis agreement 18 to be based on the

DYDICEN IV SRS S

B I S W L

\ : : . “ ] I
basic principles of international relations that wore established

lagt year dn Moscow and on - the s:interim-agreamnc::-

tba United States' sosition has besn clear that the agreemenc
hgs to he Wor@ comorehonsive, and that the numbers ¢hat last
governod tha ing agreenant would not be thoe nunbers of a
pormanant agoownsn, : :

| I KOV
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Tnu second palnc;ple igy oo 7

TERE

N i Lo

. "Wwﬂ agreenesnbsg Qii ke “&Miumuicﬂ of mtrauaric
ioff&naive armaments will be-beased on thé principles of the
Ihmerican-Soviet documents adopted in Moscow in May 1972 and
the agreeménts reached in Washington in June 1973; and in pax-
iticular, both Sides will be guidad by the recognition of aach
lothar's aquml security interests and by the recOgnition that
“efforts to obtain unilateral udVantaoe, directly or indirectly,
,WOuld be inconsistent with the strengthening of peaceful
relations between the United States of America and the Union
of Societ Soczalist Republics "

T
T TR B

'; Tbis articla ‘sEtampts to et ‘dut the basic guide-
_.lines in which the two ‘siGgs will approach the ‘negotiations.
It makes it clear that neithsr side can attempt to achieve,
,‘thraugh these ncgot;ahioms, a uwm]«teral advantage; and
-isecondly, that we have always maintained the' pogition that:
we did not separate our aecurity interesb from those cf our
allias.

i
wo edal
A,

v e e

IR R RN TS I ﬁ;:, e "~-f RTINS

, “Y hust mention ona’ other poxnﬁ with respect to the
flrst prlnciple, which is" Lo say tﬁat both sides have agreed.
. that the negotiations shoula incluue not only limitations
‘On strategic arms, but mea sux Eb for tha raduction of straﬂ
,teglc arma,, . e

PO LS T S Lt P

IR T E s
“The Timitations placed on stratagic offunsive
iWeapons ¢an apply both to their quantitative aspects as well
jas_to their qualit ative improv&mant "

A The third princxple atates'

aebo e -~

. This is one of the. essentlal differences between
SALT-I and SALT~II, SALT=I concernad primarily excluzively
the question of numericsl limitation., SALT-IX will include,
as well, qualitative restraint. That will involve discussiona
on MIRVs, on throw-weic¢ht, and issues introduced by the other
side with respect to specific types of ‘armaments; for example,
on alrplanes.

The fourth priuyipla states: "Limitations on stra-
tegic offensive arns musé be subject to adesquate verification
'by_national technical moans;" which is'a familiar principle
ifrom the previous SALT digcu sions and whith the negotiating
record makas it clear that we include also the imperative
.ithat both sides will maintain practxcbs whxch facilitate
monitoring the agraemcnt. P :

- -

NETIR T "a, coyn -y
3 : 3

:2Tff*~i? - The £ifth principle applies to the modernizatioa of
aTms - ana states. : Lok

[ ‘ i

Ju AL o S S T w R . A

‘

DU Mha mede rnlha%jon and reolacement of Stlﬁwﬁgic
fienvive zyhg woukd be pexaitted uader conditions walcn will
formulatea in the aqzucwants to be COncludad »

e

Th@ eBSencs hore is t“uL on the one hand thers will
ihe goma provislon for wodarnization and LﬁgldCtmxHL. Oa the
fothar hand, 1t siso mekes ¢loar that the nodernilzabtion and
 replacement cannot take place excapt under agre&d cenditions
{that Go not threaten thoe purposes-of the agreement

. i : -

‘ cL : L7 MORE

R
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‘The sixth prineiple is; |

BN

. . :H-v; U e e A0y s, )y ! ' 3 ) . ‘ ) . \
Ces CoeBbeang the complotion ol a germanant agreement
on more complete measures of strategic offengive amms limi~
tati@n,quth_81des_are prepared to xeach agreements on sepa-
rate measures to supplement the existing Interim Agreement
of May126, *1972." - .0 : :

v The significance’of this principle is that, with
febpect to some issues that are time-urgent, in which the
dntexval between now and the time in 1974 when we expect the
parmanent agreenent to be concluded, that this interval might
have a major impact on the existing strategic situations,
‘both sides ‘have agreed that they would be prepared to nego=
-tiate Supplementary or separate measures to the interim ;
agreement which would probebly ba of shorter duration and
WRidh would, of course, be absorbed by the permanent agreement.

O - .

Bt iy

COUAREETSTithe seventh principle 15 a veaffirmation of the
‘dceldental war agreement, which is to say that each side will
1 continue to take necessary organizational and technical measures
for preventing accidental or unauthorized use of nuclear

weapone under its centrol in accordance with the agreement

of September 30, 1971, between the United States of America

and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republica, :

: ?o sum up, the statement of principles which will

_|be signed today, first, formally commits the two principal
leaders to the urgency of completing a permancnt agreement

and ghe relationship between international peace and security

andﬂthe pa@plegion of such an agreement.

$econdly, it states a deadline for the completion
of the agreement in 1974. . e, Lo
) Thirdly, it ineludas raductions as one of the cbiec~=
tiv@a:of tya agreement and not simply limitation.

Fourth, it defines a permanent agreement as one
that will';imit the number of weapons systems as well as to
linif their qualitative improvement and, therefore, opens
‘| dimension to the fiegotiations that was not covered by saLT-1,
and it defines some general principles as yardsticks against
which the negotiators can measure progress, ¢ - ¢ -
N e S S A N AR TR SR e
.| -, Now, these principles have o be seen also in terms
of_th%‘nggatigting racord at Geneva, where both sides are
now discussing concrete proposals and where it is, therefore,
Eerfe;tly glear what both sides mean by such phrases as
qualitative changes" and other phrases, o T

11"l; , Tt must also be seen in the light of the extensive
fhfcf??‘?“s at Look placa vestercsy botvesn the Prosident
oty e LG TGs DUGURELWTY whaCh cewdt with how to give effect
Lo these‘prinaiples; and how to move Forward to these negotiae-
bions|so that the timetable that has been set out in these
principles can be realistienlly mot, o o

‘ ‘ These, then. are the princinles vhieh will ouilde
PuL agelons. over tne next year, - We oxpect that they will ba
seen asa major ctep in developing a permanent agreement on
the limitat;an of offensive waapons, the ultimate.rcivo n

MORE -
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fe & move toward bringlay unday contyol not oaly the pace of
' Ehe arms race, but its nature, and, therefore, will contribute
el 1ong~texm prospects of peaca. : B

Now I will be glad to answer any questicns.,"
Q' Dr. Klssxnger, why do you £ind the need to

e for further interim agreements if you think you are
to have a permanent agrecment within 18 montha?

DR. KISaIYG&R" This issue wmll, of: céurse, be left
ail to the negotiators. The need could arise, for

@xanp4e, in the case of certain technological developmenta,

vhere

restraints on the pace of testing could affect the situa-

ﬁion n the space over the next 12 to 18 months, It would

be app

lied to those issues which are gensitive to the time

4nterval that has been outlined in this agreement. It would
fot, gbviously, apply to such issues as the nunbers of
Weapons to he deployed because that would nct armqe 1n the

12- tq

o v e o i e 78 bt et

lﬂnmanth perio&. . v , R

o wmm
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Q Doos the United States seck parity in numbers
23 permanont agreem@nt?

: DR. KISSINGHER: The igsue of how you define equal
ity ond no unilateral advantage 13 one of the most
2K, AB you know, with respect to the interim agreement,
lieve that the larger number of our warheads compen-—

for the somewhat larger number of their missiles, and
the larger number of our airplanes, and we also concluded
in the five-year peried of this agreement we were not

to ipcrease the number of these weapons anyway.
With respect to a permanent ban, the limitations
be equitable; that iz, they must take into account the
re of weapons and the numbers of warheads, and we will
inly aeek and we wil1 obtain what we consider strategic
Y A '
Q So you don't have to hava exactly the same
rg in termg —-—-

bR. KISSINGER: It depends what other limitations
and, therefore, it is very difficult to answer it
= abstract. In general, our cbjectives will be
ity, but how you calculate this equality, we have to

In effect, though, the total compositions of the
5 should be pubstantially equal.

Q pr. Kissinger, you gaid in reading this over,
‘e kncw if you meant it, that in rrinciple Three e

DR. KISSINGER: If I said it, there is a chance
nt it, (Laughtex)

Q You gaid this is qualxtative as well as
itative, and later on you sald the agreement will deal
qualitative. In relation to that, if you mean that it
deal with gualitative mattexs, can you relate Principle
b the use of national technical means of inspection to
ontrol of MIRVs? . Are you announcing that the Ualted

3 is prepared o use national technical means of inspection
rify any kind af MIRV agreameﬁt *hat might be fortheoming?

» Q: Can we have the auestion, please?

DR. KISSINGER: I wxll xepeat the guestion, but not
ntroduation to . the guestion. The guestion is that the
Principle says that the agreement can apply both to
tative and to quantative aspects and then the Fourth

iple gsays that the limitation rust be subject to adeguate
icatien by nationeld tochnical woans.

-+ .Mlsg Berger's gquestion was how these two principles
be rgconciled and specifically whether we were gaying
ve were prepared to accept national verification for any
5 f M*RV agreement.

MORE -‘
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' I think I would put it anokther way. T would say
any kind of MIPV agreement that may be reached will have
Fo bejone that can be verificed by national technical means
and, therefore, that those MIRV agrasements that are not
terif Lable by national technical means would be difficult
Lo regoncile with these provisions and, therefore, the
fuestion depends on the nature of MIRV limitations that we
tra‘talking about, but as I have made clear, we consider

he develophnaent of multxple independent warheads one of the
major (factors of concexn in. the arms race. -And that is
TlearJy undorstood by the other gide.

co men G You axe aware that there are stories cireu~
iﬁtiﬂﬁ that the President and Mr. Brezhhov are working on a
so-called surprise agreement also in the nuclear field, Can
you tgll us whether in fact this is the only agreement

going |to be reached at the summit that has anything to do
glth ruclear weapons ox in a more geneval way whethexr they

-are warking on. some more major gu priva agreement. to be

annourjced her@, I mean?
o,

ENCINE ERETNR SO G GRLTELT L AW L e bk

ST o DR KISSXMGER‘ I don't want to comment o everY'
-thing that they may be working on. I would not characterize
Anything as a surprise agreement; and Y would gay that there
‘48 nothing that they are working on that is directly relevant
ﬁo the Strateqxo Arms Limitations Talks.

l Q Dr. Ris sinqe;, is there any understandinq
gbout whethér forward~based systems will be considered in
these neqotiations?

, J D$ KISSINGER: The basic position of the two

p— iues have- heen- elaboratod in previous nsgotiations. We have
%eft np doubt that we consider our security interest and those
of our allies inseparable, and that we believe that the
dentral strategic systems.should be the principal concern of
.tbms phase of the negotiationa; that is to say, the ICBM'as,
3omb@ra and suhm&rineulauncaed bulliatia mizsiles.

! The Soviet Union has taken a different view in the
past. It ig a view that we managed to avoid having to
address in the firat phase of SALT, and ‘it is something which

2 beliave can be negotiated in the second phaae of sSaLT.

R But wa can: ﬁtate new that with ‘regspect to forward-~
bﬁged 3ysﬁemu, we will make no agreement that meparates our
9Fcuri~y interests from those of our allies and that we
balieve that in this phase the central strategic systems
should bh’thﬁ prtncipal focus of n&gotiatxon.
=¥“Q<g ¢ What can you tel‘ ug of the chanq@s the
Spvietz have made in the last year in their missile programs
and wawnncr thay have - eompletoly in accordanos with the
agzapm-nus ruuuned Ln omuowi S '

RN

1 “DR: LISSINGER: ‘The soviet Union, ‘to the best of
ey :nf?rmﬂtion, has pursued an active progzam within the
tiormst of " the ayreonent. - If we ghould receive any information
that 1% contyarv ©o that. wa N*)"”h“*”v’v narsua Lt in the
‘sbandx?q Gommittes and. in other channels.: Up to now, they
hhve ppEsued an active program, which is, however, to the
bbbt of our current information, within the terms of i
agresment., ce . ‘ :

oo .
Ly _ L MORE
,

Lt
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R Coul& vou glvc guuz a gcnrral outline of
that activa program constitutes? g;::ﬁqﬁ,m . R

3.' p?. KIwaVG Rs I reveal Sovxan atxategic deploymentﬂ
in bars in the Soviet Undon, (Laughter)

Q o Henry, I an. having a little trouble here with

”.the.gualitaﬁive principle. . What: is new about the qualitative
rprin$iple? I thought it was understood right along that

2 SRLT
J saying here there is gemething in this, that now permits the

+II wobld be qualitative. as well as numerical.  Are you

1t Union to place a freeze on MIRVs? Is that what is

new here? . If not, what is the cnange? e Uy v

bR. KiQSINGEa- I am sa vxng this is the first time
theme is a-formal statement to this effect by both sides.

this grous. This is the first time that an agreed

: guidﬁline signed by the two leaders, or an agreed guideline
“:by t

e two smde&, to this effect has bean enunc;ated.

SN

BRI N o DA T B DRICNS ¢ e

DR. KISSINGER: T don't waﬁt to speak to the soviet

iposition because gqualitative can include many things in
: addit;on to MIRV. ‘-:ﬁﬁﬂi_ . :

T ﬁ - Dr. Kissingcr. is tha final agreement on SALT
ingent on any agreement or understanding of any kind,

pR. KISSINGER: The SALT agreement is independent

of other agreements, but it is, of course, dependent on the

genexal elimate of U.$.~Soviet relations. We have always held

| the view that the relationship between.the general political
clim“ta and progresa in @ALT was clese.

tt ie not, howaver, lxnked as a condition to praqress

'~ih any other negotiation~ it ha not becn stated as such by us.

vhab 0 ~v~Dr. Kiaaxnger, ‘may- I follaw that up? In the

avent the Jacmson &men&meﬂt is adepted, wxll SALT gc down the
drain? - : %

ris S IR I LRk ot e

6R..KISSINC I would not cpeculata on any particular

agregment. s e have sald that in-the event.that the Jackson
. amendments i5 adopted :in_its present form, that it wouid have
a; sezlous “impact on. Sov1et~Ambri0dn rclations. what the

2 glar impact will be on any specific negotiation, I would
b0 o dntos L. T
g 4 onom : A IS

R Pt Qy: Dr.;xiaszngcr, what can we say to our readers
in Lha ared of the prospects for reductlons? Aren't you kind of

Yine ol the proposition hare thxt thea world can look forward

1Y .

z raduction in the spending foxr nuclear armaments?  What can

WO . UWid GOEM The real progpects MLGAT ber  baen woudd Li vlady

Jorar tumber of wmissiles? Would ﬁf involve laxge amounts

. . v i

e
! MO'RJB
i » Lk .

Des
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DR. RISSINGER: I don't want to go into specific

proposals that are being negotiated., I will only gay that
pur proposals will be congistent with thege principles, and
they .will include proposals for :mz.n.al limltat:..ons to be
followed }oy ultimate ruouctiona.

i R R T ’

Vi .

LR Dr. lessingar, the ].im:ago was not. stated by

1g, w:.th r:my other sgreements. Have the uoviets ralged
the questi.on of a J.inkac_;e?

! dm. I’I%INGER.; 'I'ha Smrmt Union also haa not. ramed

'dmwparticular linkaqe. VUL LALOEST W omal.p o0 8 :

v oDr. Kz.szamger, you s:aid ‘the. numbe.rs in the

empo:ary aqreemenﬁ would no‘c be t:he nurrﬁwrs in the permanent

exﬂ: -
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Q == 18 it our side's position that the Soviet
Union's numbers will have to be decreagsed more than our nume-
bers| have tg, to reduce or eliminate the apparent d&lsparity
between the numbers agreed upon in the temporary agreement,
and 1f so, do they accept that as a general proposition?

DR. KISSINGER: - How you set these limits, and what
weapens you include in these limits is, of course, one of the
key jssues in the negotiations. For example, 1f you include
bombars in the limits, the inequality in total nurberxs is
different than if you are only tnlkinq about missiles.
\

(
Therafpxe, at what figure you set the limit, whether
you set it at oné bolow both sides' current strength, at the
strength of one ide, or somewhera .in between, that remains
to be determined: through the neaotlation%, and Y don't want
to steculata on hat. : o

attenpt was made|to reach an agreenent in prineciple here
on a MIRV freeze, but that was found to perhaps be toc com=
plex to achieve at this stage of the negotiations?

Q DT. lssinger, can you tell us, sir, if an

] 3 ' .

: DR, KI§SINGER: ' I don't want to go into the details
of any partivular negotiation. I don't think that would be
apprepriate for ma to do. po

é Dr. Kissinger, is thare any news about a ban
on un&ergrqund tﬁsting?

bR. KxgstGER. Wa have statcd this ig a subject
Jundey very active review in our Government now, and one on
which| we will make a decision as scon as the studies are com-
pleted, but not during the summlt

a I have a aoub“e qvmstlon. The first ds: The
“Hmplication of your earlier comment about natiocnal means and
MIRVa, does that mean you will have to have a limitation on
flight tests,.a test ban on MIRVs, and you cannot get into a
produstion ban; and the second question ig, if the two leaders
are confident enough to set a deadline for the negotiations,
why couldn®t the other principles be more specific on such

- Ruestions as MIRYV and the nnmbers than yqu have been sble to
be to:iay; ‘ B .
: DR. KISSINGER: - Because, first, with‘reSpect'to the
question of what sort of limitations are verifiable by national
 means, 1t is obvious that flight  testing is more easlly veri-
fizble than produc*mon, and this has been an issue we have
coverﬁd in pxev:ou; dl&cussxoﬂs on MERV.

W*ﬁh respact o tha primci 2, our objective is
Lo have tha pommanent o ETIERT hove a spectagulay
annou%c»mﬁnt. Many issues that can ba agreed to in prin-~
ciple| hevertheless leave & wmargin ~- a narrow margin, but
nevertheleds a mara*n - ’o' subboguent discussion, such as
numbe s, ative limitaticna, and such
ol th( Provs TR wedng the roma;ning
By vt g tmidlt mdie Wik CWABUN, 40 Wds  LHOWHNIL TO Le Lest 31X
e went no further, then, now, But tnprp h e Lnon 61 fndbic
slons|on how to procead. from; :xua‘:_.f;‘ ROARGRT. EhL
Boma gonfd dmn Qe ¢

‘ 1
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T DR. KISSINGER: When I speak of quality, these are
all permissible issues to be raised, They have t0 be seen,
howavpr, in the context of verifisbili ty, and the more esow
taerlic| the problem the more complex the problem of verifica-
tion becomes, and it i not in the interests of either gide
mo.have agraementu, particularly of a b@rmanent nature, in
hich|both gides feel they are a* the mmrcy of developm@nta
hat. Lhey cannai control, '

i i ! ° :
4 X ) R <

an be included in these discussions probably by means of

estrictions on testing, In oracxice, however, it is getting
?nto the more esoteric araaa. \

B RS X8 | |
_t : So I -would say, in uv*nciplb@ this is something that

Q Can you axmxe 5 CﬁnLiﬁQRQQ that we will have

ome kind of limitation a*tlcularl on land-based MIRVs
ithin Lhe ncxt 18 non«.ﬁsg y > ’

’ .
1

i DR, KISSINGER: I have ¢onf1annce that we will
&l %gme an agreement consistent with the principlea enunciated.
\T&E 'PRESS : Thank you, | o

_END (AT 2:37 P.M. EDT)




